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I thmk most congressmen wouId«‘“ protected ii the thing ever came to
now agree thatthereare more legiti: " " light. I. would suggest the standard.
mate grounds. for using covert a of plausible admissibility in covert.
tion than we: thought before.=%i %03 actions,:in the sense that' you want
If we-are: gomg 10’ get back ‘into*® * the-covert actions that you're doing -
the covertdction: buisiness, as'no tobe consistent with the moral char- 3
appears. likely, thé question’ for all " acter of.the American public. K
of us is thisr how-do you delineat In other words: you -would not~
whatwe ought todoand not to do? want to.do something that, if it be-;
Oné can: ‘argue’, Whether “§u, came public, would be terribly em-
things as assassinations ought to beé-- “barrassing to the US. government.
specifically ‘prohibited, or whether’: " because most Americans would con-
we ought to- have: a: procedure-for +sider it immoral... i <rvs =i
reviewing“proposed covert. actions *- Second, I think you want to have
without any list'of prohibitions, and - covert actions that are consistent
allowing - thé* procedure -itself . ‘to~" with America’s publicly stated. for-
weed outthe undesirable activities. j’_; ‘eign policy. In.other words, you.
I favor havmg a procedure to de- - should not have one foreign policy
termine * what covert - activities -* for public consumption, and then be
should be- perm1tted*~ rather -than - conducting a dxffnrent forexgn pohJ
saying: “We-don’t do assassinations, * cy by, covert action. T
we-won't- overthrow democrancally"jf; The test -in this is what people
elected governments., andthelike. . would say if the issue became public.
"And if they would say, “Well, we |
- ~didn’t know about that, but basrcally,
A list always-turns out to be mad ~we think it’s a good idea, and it is-
equate. Something will come up that ~consistent with what the adminis-
no -one ever:thought of, or some- ~tration’ has ‘been saying, and we
thing wiltappear-on the prohlbrted .don’t see anythmg wrong with it,” |
list—although there might be some - * .then I think it’s the kind of action"
special circumstances: that.‘would * that ought to be approved. - ~- -
later make- it reasonable..:~ » y“+5% -If the covert action runs counter
I think ‘that rather than havmg -+ to that, or if it’s being done to hide"
prohibitions, weshould have a pro- “the action from the American peo-
cedure. ;.. _ ple, or if we're using it to hide some-
Anotheﬁquesnon 1s Under what “">thing-that-Americans -would- find 4
gronnd rufes should we-justify. co- * T morally oft‘enswe then it should not-
verraamn&thesedays’ Let me toss - be done. s -
out a-new idea:: 5i Lo3 * That'’s not a perfect guldehne but
Wes-used™ to- require - “plausible “I'm groping for somethirg-because
deniability” for covert actions; you..”  we are getting back into the covert |
made-smethatthe pnncrpals were !/ action .business, and we_must set’
VL i Some | ‘standards. and”fix some
Rep. A.spm D-Wisc:; bas been a’  guidelinesso we don'tdrift back rnto
leading critic of abuses by CIA the world of the bad old days.
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